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% If the Scriptures be the tule of my faith, indeed and not in. 
« words only : how can it be ſo, if I be not to judge for myſelf, 
« whatis in it, and what is not ? For, if the determinations of others, 
are to bind me up, or tie me down, to ſuch a particular i#ter- 
10 pretation ; then, it is not the Scripture which is the rule of my 
« faith; but thoſe determinations of others. 
| Biſhop Hoavr v. : 
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DIALOGUE, &c. 


Mr. FRANK LAND, Mr. HANMER, 


FRANKE LAN p. 


N, NS you have not, my dear friend, 
A been long out of the country, I 
ſhould be glad to learn from you, 
XV what are the ſentiments of the ge- 
2 nerality of your neighbours, rela- 
tive to the ſcheme. lately ſet on foot of petitioning 
to parliament for ſome relief in the matter of 
ſubſcription to the thirty-nine articles, and the 
liturgy of the church of England ? 
* B 2 HANMuIũ. 


4 1 | 

Haxmzr, Why, in truth, Mr. Frankland, 
the generality give themſelves very little con- 
c&h+ about it; For theugh we r 4 
the land of our nativity fo far as. to file 4 
a Chriftian country, yet there ate comparatively 
few to whom religion is in any ae an * 
je of attention. $5." 

Faankt. I believe chers k is too A «tice 
in your obſervation; and I am ſenſible that 
many of thoſe who do appear to be in ſome 
| kh influenced by religion, are far from 
having imbibed rational or conſiſtent ſentiments 
concerning it. But I wiſh to know what is 
the idea entertained concerning the petitioners 
and their deſign, by thoſe who do pay ſome 
attention to ſuch matters, and with whom you 
have converſed? 

Hax NMH. They are conſidered by many as a 
pragmatical ſet of people, who aim only ta 
diſturb the peace of the church, in order to 
eſtabliſh their own notions, in preference to 
thoſe which have been long eſtabliſhed by law- 
ful authority; but others think more favour» 
ably of them, and have wiſhed ſucceſs to » rg 
endeavours. 

Faaxkt. The gentlemen who an em- 
barked in this deſign ate far from having any 
deſire to impoſe their ſentiments upon otkiers; 
they ate only folicitous that they may not be 
obliged: to lubferibe A fer of articles drawn up 


by 


1 5 1 
by fallible men, and which do not appear to 


them to be ſufficiently n either by _ 
DU or by reaſon, 


Hanm. It may be ſo; bat if 500 will dio 


me to give you my own ſentiments, as well 


as thoſe of my country neighbours, I muſt 
obſerye, that I do not ſee why articles which 
have been fo long eftablithed, n now be 
either altered or abolihed. 

Fx ANK L. As to the lengin of time which 
theſe articles have ſubſiſted, that conſideration 
cannot be admitted to be an argument of much 
weight. If ſuch reaſons had prevailed at the 
time of the Reformation, that eyent could never 
have taken place. The ſuperſtitions of the 
Romiſh church had been eſtabliſhed much lon- 
ger than the articles of the preſent church of 
England. But no length of time can ſanctify 
error, or juſtify the continuance of unjuſt and 
unchriſtian impoſitions. 

Hax M. Admitting the juſtice of your ob- 


ſervations, it does rot appear to me that the. 


- buſineſs of ſubſcription to the thirty · nine arti- 


cles, is a matter ſo important as ſome people 


ſeem to apprehend. 

FRANKL. To you, who are a yin, it 
may appear ſo; and others I believe are of 
your ſentiments in this reſpet, The laity are 
under no obligation to ſubſcribe the articles, 
and may, therefore, be little affected by grie- 

| Vances 
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vanees that affect the clergy. only. But the 
point is, whether it be not a real hardſhip, that 
all the clergy of a national church ſhould be 
obliged not only to ſubſcribe thirty - nine ar- 
ticles of faith, many of them on abſiruſe and 
controyerted points; but alſo ſolemply to de- 
clare their unfeigned aſſent and conſent. to 
all and every particular contained: and preſcribed 
in the book of common prayer; though it 
will be acknowledged by the generality of can- 
did and inquiſitive perſons, who are verſed 
in ſuch ſubjects, that there are many very ex- 
ceptionable particulars in that book, excellent 
as other parts of it undoubtedly are? 

Hax M. You ſpeak, Mr. Frankland, as --If 
the clergy were obliged to ſubſcribe to the 
articles and liturgy. But you ſhould re- 
member, that no man is compelled to ſubſcribe 
either, | Ar 
FRANK L. It is true, he is not. After having 
been educated for a clergyman, if he has any 
objections to ſubſcription, he, has liberty to 
ſhift for himſelf in what way he can, If he 
can get any other employment, he may; and 
if he cannot, the church will give him leave 
to ſtarve without. Bur it ſhould be conſidered, 
that this is too ſtrong a temptation for ordi- 
nary virtue; and it muſt not be expected that 
the majority of the clergy, or thoſe educated 


for that profeſſion, can be entirely free from 
human 


F , * 
1 


duman frailties. After a man has gone through 
à tedious and expenſive * courſe of education, 
co qualify him for a particular” profeſſion, © be 
may find it difficult to withſtand the temp - 
tation of complying with a ſubfeription which 
he does not approve, when that is the only 
method by which he can be admitted into the 
profeſſion for which he was intended, and which 
may be the only one in which he can have A 
rational proſpect of ſucceeding. ' 

"Hanm. Thoſe who do not approve of the 
terms' required by the church, may join them- 
elves to the difſenters, and officiate as miniſters 
among them, a mate 

FrankL. They would not, perhaps, find 
that ſo eaſy as you imagine. There are at 
leaſt as many brought up in the diſſenting 
academies for the miniſtry, as can procure a 
comfortable ſubſiſtence from the voluntary ſub- 
ſcriptions of the diſſenters; who are obliged 
by law to pay as much as others to the eſta- 
bliſhed clergy, and conſequently have the leſs 
to ſpare for their own miniſters. There is; 
therefore, very little room among them for 
ſuch as have been educated 'at the univerſities, 
and who afterwards find they cannot conſcien- 
tiouſly comply with the terms of ſubſcription 
required in the church. I know a gentle» 
man who was ſome time ſettled among the 


diſſenters as a miniſter, a man of parts and 


learning, 
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kardinge. of amiable character, of good ad- 
dreſs, and an elegant preacher; and who yet 
has quitted the miniſtry for a ſecular employ- 
ment, becauſe he could not rogue a tole- 
rable maintenance as a divine. 

Hana. There may be hardſhips with re- 
Jpet to ſome individvals in the ien of 
ſubſcription to the articles and liturgy, and yet 
the inſiſting on. ſuch a ſubſcription may be or 
vantageous upon the Whole. 
FRANK L. I do not fee that. chere are any 
advantages procured by the impoſition of ſub- 
ſcriptian, which are in any reſpect {ufficiens to 
balance its diſadvantages. 

Hax. Is not fubſcription to the articles 
pee ar to preſerve an uniformity of opinion 
among the clergy os 
Faaxk L. It is certain, that the preſerving 
an uniformity. of opinion is one of the chief 
purpoſes for which ſubſeription was profeſſed 
to be originally impoſed; and it is equally cer- 
tain that this purpoſe has not been anſwered 
by it. Is it not notorious, that notwithſtand- 
ing the articles, there has been a great, diver- 
ſity of ſentiment, upon important points, among 
the clergy of the church of England? Of this 

the numberleſs treatiſes in controverſial divinity, 
written by clergymen of the eſtabliſhed church 
in oppoſition to one another, are an inconteſta- 


ble evidence. And very few. thinking men 
ai among 
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among them, will ever refer to the articles ay 
4 of any conteſted point. They know 
that men of ſenſe, and ſuch as have a juſt 
reverence for the ſcriptures, as a divine revela- 
tion, require better and more ſatisfactory proof. 
And as to unity of opinion, it is not I be. 


| lieve to be found even among the preſent de- 


fenders of ſubſcription. Are Dean Tucker, 
Dr. Randolph, Dr. Ibbetſon, Dr. Halifax, Mr. 
Samuel Roe, Mr. Toplady, and Mr. Madan, 
all of the ſame ſentiments with reſpeſt to the 
doctrines of original ſin, free-will, juſtifica- 
ion by faith, and predeſtination? Thoſe whe 
know them, I believe, will hardly ſuppoſe 
that they are: and yet they are all extremely 
zealous to ſupport the ſame articles. 

Hanm. Well, but I would aſk, whether 
every. ſociety has not a right to make laws 
for the regulation of its members? and whether 
the ſociety itſelf be not the ſole judge of the 
propriety of thoſe laws? - 

 \FranxL. Every ſociety has, anduuttedly, a 
right to make laws for the regulation of the 
conduct of its members; but laws for the 
regulation. of mens actions, and laws for the 
regulation of 1 belief, are very diſtin&t 
things, 

HANM. Cad: but has not every religious 
ſociety a right to requife from thoſe who are 


admitted into it, ſome account of their reli- 


B gious 
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gious ſentiments ? and do not even diſſenting 
congregations, as well as eſtabliſhed churches 
in other countries, n ſome teſt of thts 
INST; Stef ** 

FRAxEKL. It does not neceſſarily follow, | that 
becauſe a practice is very general, it muſt there · 
fore be conſonant to reaſon. There is, how- 
ever, a material | difference between requiring 
ſome account of the faith of thoſe who are 
admitted into the church, and inſiſting upon 
their ſubſcribing implicitly a long liſt of ar- 
ticles, ready drawn up by others. As to the 
Diſſenters, many of them, like Chriſtians of 
other claſſes, have been too ready to aim at 
impoſing their own ſenſe of ſcripture upon 
others; but, their miniſters, even when they 
make formal confeſſions of faith, at their ordi- 
nation, are permitted to deliver their ſentiments 
in their own words, But to the honour of 
{ome diſſenting miniſters, it ſhould be remem- 
bered, that, from a conviction of the evils 
which have ariſen in the Chriſtian world, from 
the impoſition of human creeds and articles 
of faith, they have at their ordination refuſed 
to make any particular enumeration of their 
opinions; contenting themſelves with making 
a ſolemn declaration of their belief in the 
ſcriptures as a divine revelation, and of their 
reſolutions to ſtudy theſe ſacred writings di- 
ligently, to teach the people committed to thei 
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kate What ſhall appear to them to be the real doe: 
trines of the goſpel, and to endeavour to regu- 
late their on conduct by its precepts. And this 
has been conſidered and admitted, by ſome of 
the moſt eminent men n the ern 
as A good tonfeſſion, ' 

HA. Now you are peaking of the Dit | 
ſenters, it occurs to me, that even ſome of my ] 
nonconformiſt neighbours in the country Have | 
Ipoken with much diſapprobation of the UNH 
of the petitioners. | 
FR ANRL. I think they could not d this 
without manifeſt impropriety and inconſiſtency. 
If there be nothing exceptionable in the ar- 
ticles or liturgy, on what principles do they 
juſtify their ſeparation from the church? And 
if they admit that thete are juſt objections 
to ſome parts either of the articles or liturgy; 
how can they conſiſtently cenſure the condutt of 
thoſe who deſire to be excufed from ſubſcribing 1 
them? | 
HANM. Well, but to leave the Diſſenters, 1 
and return to our argument. Were not thoſe 
who dtew up the articles and liturgy, ſubſeribing | 
to-which is 'now ſo much complained of; men | 
eminehtly diſtinguiſhed for piety, lebten and | 
zeal for the proteſtant religion ? 3 

FRANKE. They were, and I hondur their 

8 memory. But though good and excellent men, 
they were but men, and therefore liable to etror. 
3: Even 
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of the Reformation antient literature was much 


in almeſt every branch of learning. But it 


ſhake off all their antient prejudices; nog 


ow} 


Even Cranmer and Ridley, two of the moſt 


eminent of the reformers, ſullied their cha- 
rafters by being concerned in the burning of 
Joan Bacher and George Van Parre for here- 
ſy. Allowances ought to be made for the 
age they lived in, and the prejudices in which 
they had been educated. But ſtill this tranſ- 
action alone is ſufficient to prove, that great 
as their merits were in other reſpects, they 
were not infallible; and confequently that we 
are under no obligation to ſubmit implicitly 
to their opinions. Thoſe who could fuppoſe 
the burning of heretics to be juſtifiable, may 
ſurely be conſidered as liable to other errors 
in matters of opinion. - | 
Hatm, You ſpeak, Mr, Frankland, of al- 
lowances. to be made for the age in which the 
reformers lived. Was not that age a learned 
one? 
 Frankti. It was, Mr. Hanmer, compared 
with that which preceded it. At the period 


cultivated, and conſiderable advances were made 


is natural that the progreſs of truth ſhould 
be .gradual; and it was not prabable that men 


educated in a religion ſo corrupted as, that 


of the church of Rome, ſhould immediately 
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Have Javier eee, Er 
fo. 

HanmM. Notwithſtanding what you have ad- 
vanced, it appears to me that the removing 
ſubſcription altogether, would introduce great 
confuſion into the church. We might, per- 
haps, have different forms of prayer in dif- 
ferent churches ; ar leaſt there would be room 
given for the admiſſion even of Deiſts and Pa- 

pats into the church, 

Fa ANR. As to new forms of prayer, no- 
thing of this kind need be apprehended, unleſs 
they ſhould' be appointed by the governors of 
the church. The petitioners do not decline the 
aſe of the preſent liturgy, though they may 
wiſh for a few alterations in ſome of the more 
exceptionable parts of it: they only deſire to 
de excuſed from making a ſolemn declaration 
of their approbation of every part of it. With 
reſpect to Papiſts, if the oaths of allegiance 
and ſupremacy are not thought ſufficient to 
. exclude them, the petitioners are willing to 
make the moſt ſolemn renunciation of Popery 
that can be required of them; and with equal 
ſolemnity are they ready to declare their fire 
belief of the divine origin of the Chriſtian 
religion; which muſt be ſufficient to keep oue 
Deiſts, ſo far as any ſubſcriptions can do m 
For, in truth, no ſubſcription whatever can 
| poflibly exclude men of as * who 


will 
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will for their own advantage comply with 
whatever teſt can be propoſed to them. It is 
one of the great evils of ſubſcription. to creeds 
and articles of faith, that its chief tendency 
is to make men hypocrites. | None are ex- 
cluded by it but honeſt and conſcientious men, 
who are on that account the beſt ſuited to the 
ſacred office of the miniſtry. But, in fact, 
the power aſſumed. of impoſing human creeds 
and articles of faith partakes too much of the 
ſpirit of Popery, not to be flagrantly inconſiſtent 
in a Proteſtant church. 

Hanm. In what manner do you make that 
out, my good friend? 

FRANKL. Why, in this manner: chat it is 
a palpable abſurdity for a church which pro- 
feſſes itſelf not to be infallible, to inſiſt on 
an implicit aſſent to her articles of faith. If 
the church of England acknowledges herſelf 
not to be infallible, as ſhe has always done 
in words, it follows that ſhe is liable to error. 
On this principle ſhe ſhould be a little more 
modeſt in her requiſitions. A church avow- 
edly ſubject to error, ſhould permit the mem- 
bers of her communion, to examine for them- 
ſelves. For, in the name of common ſenſe, 
what difference is there between aſſuming in- 
fallibility, and requiring an abſolute ſubmiſſion 
to her authoritative decrees in matters of opi- 
nion? If the ſcriptures are a ſufficient rule of 

faith 
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faith and practice, what right has any man, 
what right have any ſet of men, to impoſe 
their opinions upon others? If the ſacred wri- 
tings are in truth a divine revelation, they 
require no human additions: and it is a groſs 
inconſiſtency in a proteſtant church, to inſiſt 
on a ſubſcription to human creeds and articles 
of faith from all the clergy of her commu- 
nion. In this reſpe& the church of England 
exactly copies the church of Rome. The 
advocates for the authority of the latter ſay, 
„The Bible of itſelf is not ſufficient; you 
© muſt add to it tradition, and the decrees of 
« the church.” And, in like manner, the 
advocates for the ſubſcription impoſed by the 
church of England, ſay, The Bible alone is 
t not ſufficient; you muſt add to it the thirty. 
5 nine articles.“ 

Hanm. But ſurely, Mr. Frankland, if a 
ſubſcription to the ſcriptures alone were ſuf- 
ficient, with the uſual qualificatioas in other 
reſpects, to admit men into the miniſtry, we- 
| ſhould often hear very contradictory doctrines 
from our pulpits. 

FRANK L. Your articles at preſent undoubt- 
edly do not prevent this. Hear Mr. Romaine 

at one church, and Dr. Adams at another, 
or in the ſame, and do you not find them 
advancing the moſt contradictory ſentiments; 
and it is the fame with reſpect to many others 


of 
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of che clergy. And, indeed, if I could admit, 
which I never can do, the right of the church 
to impoſe articles of Land I think very plau- 
ſible arguments might be urged againſt the 
I © preſent, articles, without enquiring particularly 
into. the truth of the doctrines contained in 
chem. 
* Hanm. Why, if the church had a right 
to require a ſubſcription to articles of faith, 
what objection have you to the propriety of 
the preſent ? 

 FrankL. I do not, as I intimated before, 
inquire. now into the truth of the doctrines 
contained in them, however juſtly that. may 
be. queſtioned ; 3 but -I think they may be 
objected to on this, principle, that they do 
not appear to be agreeable to the ſentiments 
of the majority of the preſent church of Eng» 
land. If the impoſition of articles of faith 
were at all defenſible, it is certainly reaſon» 
able that they ſhould be agreeable to the ſen» 
timents of the major part of the clergy of 
which the church is compoſed. We may 
admit, that the majority of the clergy when 
the articles were . firſt formed, really believed 
them ta be ſcriptural. But if the clergy two 
centuries after change their ſentiments, I do 
not, ſee why they ſhould adhere implicitly to 
the old articles, or why they ſhould not be 
altered or removed, if the majority of the 
clergy 5 
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ergy judge them to be etronedus. And that 
theſe articles are not in general really believed 
by the thajot part of the cletgy, appears ro 
ine extremely evidetit. ' © 
HAN. From 'whente can you infer his, 
as all the clergy muſt have ſubſcribed thels 
Se 
Frankt; I infer it from the general tenor 
of their preaching and writings, from which 
t apprehend a much better judgment may be 
formed of the real ſentiments of the clergy, 
than from the ſingle circuniftance of their 
having ſbſcribed the thirty-nine articles; which 
too many of them ſeem” to conſider merely as 
a matter of form, without complying with 
which they cannot be admitted into orders. 
It is ianifs „1 think; chat the doctrinal ar- 
ticles of the dp of England are 3 
cal; the controverted ' points, pethaps, not 
carried to fo rigid à height as ſoine have 
ſuppoſed ; but ſtill upon the whiole evidently 
calviniſtical. 'But will any man who is much 
acquainted with the writings of the genera- 
kity öf our clergy, for many years paſt, and 
with the ſermons that commonly iſſue from 
bur r pulpits, take upon him to affirm, that 
they are coniſiſtent with calviniſtic principles, 
or cotiformable to the doctrines contained in 
the thirty- nine articles? 1 think it cantot he 
affe med: and that if we may be allowed to 
C judge 
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judge of the * of the clergy from 
their preaching and their writings, by much 
the major part of them do not believe the 
articles. I ſpeak not of the doctrine of the 
Trinity, but with reference to the doarines of 
original ſin, pre de ſtination, free will, and Juſti- 
fication. 

Hanm. You would then, perhaps, with to 
have a ſet of Arminia articles drawn up? 

FrRankL. By no means: though I think 
they would be more conſonant to the general 
ſentiments of the clergy than the preſent. Bur 
if a ſet of articles were drawn up exactly 
conformable to my own ſentiments, I would 
vehemently . oppoſe the impoſition of them; 
becauſe I conſider all impoſitions of human 
creeds and articles of faith as unjuſt and un- 
chriſtian. And from what I have advanced 
on this ſubject, I only mean to draw this in- 
ference: that if the doctrines contained in the 
thirty - nine articles are evidently not conform- 
able to the ſentiments of the majority of the 
preſent clergy, the abſurdity of continuing to 
impoſe theſe articles, is greatly augmented by 
this conſideration. 

Hanm. You obſerved, juſt now, that if a 
ſet of articles were drawn up, perfectly agree- 
able to your own ſentiments, you would op- 
poſe the impoſing them. From the manner 
in which you expreſſed yourſelf, 1 preſume I 

may 
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may infer,” that you do not believe all the 


doctrines contained in the thirty- nine articles? 

FRANK L. I do not. I have taken ſome 
pains to underſtand the principles of Chriſtia- 
nity, as I ſincerely believe it to be a divine 
revelation; and 1 have no bias to influence 
my mind the one way or the other; and yet, 
ſo far as I can form any judgment upon the 
matter, many particulars in the articles of the 
church of England, are utterly repugnant to the 
doctrines taught by Chriſt and his apoſtles. It 
is true, I have no right to impoſe my ſenſe of 
ſcripture upon any other man; but neither 
has any other man a right to impoſe his ſenſe 
of ſcripture upon me. 

Hanm. Mr. Madan has juſt publiſhed a 
treatiſe to prove, that the thirty-nine articles are 
agreeable to the ſcriptures. 

Frankr. He has ſo; but, if I may be 
allowed to ſpeak freely upon the ſubject, thore 
is not much more juſt reaſoning in Mr. Ma- 
dan's pamphlet, than there was honeſty in 
the diſpoſal of the rectory of Aldwinckle. 
There is, however, an abundant ſhare of bi- 

gotry; and this reverend author very confi- 
dently and modeſtly ſpeaks of the petitioners, 
as “ a ſer of vipers in the boſom of the 
church, who, in the ſhape of clergymen, 


C 2 cently 


\ 


ATW 8 — 2 
—— ͤl.uL—— _— — 
— 


— 


«would naw out her vitals:“ and very de- 


I 
vt 
1 ”Y 
4 | 


"a 9 —— —A m 

- — > — 

z: % ĩ „%) T ˙»—öĩÜ2Äñ 
—— 


L 20 J 

eently conſiders their -meeting as an nch 
$6 upon the Chriſtian religion.“ 10% Inne 
- Hanm.-I remember the Aldwinckle affair, 
of which you ſpeak... But Mr. Madan's con- 
duct in that affair, however exceptionable, can- 
not invalidate the force of any thing that he 
may :have advanced in arg of the War. 
nine articles. at} 
Fx Ax KL. It is very WY it cannot. But 
when men who are juſtly. chargeable with ſuch 
adtjons, take upon them to abuſe. others ſa 
grolsly. for a mere differerce of opinion, ſuch 
tranſactions neceſſarily force themſelves upon 
pur remembrance. .He, who is ſo ſevere upon 
others for errors merely ſpeculative, has no 
xeaſon ta complain of the ſeverity of thoſe 
who cenſure him for what is much worſe, 
errors in practice. But to quit this ſubject: 
Mr. Madan has produced a number of texts, 
which he ſuppoſes prove the truth of the thirty- 
nine articles. Others ſuppoſe juſt the con- 

| yrary, and that they prove no ſuch matter. 
Thoſe who are acquainted. with the contro- 
verſial writings of the Arminians and the Cal- 
VFiniſts, or, the Socinians, Arians, and Trini- 
tarjans, will not find many new diſcoveries in 
Mr. Madan's pamphlet. Men of the moſt 
dliſtinguiſned characters, , for learning and pro- 
bity, and a great part of whoſe lives have 
been ſpent 1 in tne ſtudy of the ſcriptures, have 
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nat ſuppoſed the texts ſo often urged in 
ſupport of the Calviniſtic doctrines, to be by 


any means ſufficient for the purpoſe. They 
conceive, thoſe texts to be evidently miſunder : 
ſtood. The late Dr. Jortin, a man of genius 
and uncommon” erudition, aſſerted, that Dr. 
Whitby, in his famous treatiſe on the five 

points, had confuted the doctrines of Calvi- 
niſm even to a demonſtration. Alb that I mean 


to infer from hence is, that it is not ſo clear ab ö 
the Calviniſts themſelves imagine, that their 7 
doctrines are really grounded upon the Scrip- | 
tures. To other men, of the | greateſt  abili- 1 
ties and judgment, the contrary has appeared | 


evident. And if none but thoſe who really 
believed the articles had taken orders in the 
church of England, it would have been de- 
prived of fame of its greateſt. ornaments, 
Did archbiſhop Tillotſon believe the arti» 
cles? "Examine his writings, and you will 
be- convinced that there were other things in 
the articles and liturgy not agreeable to his 
ſentiments, as well as the Athanaſian creed, 
"which he confeſſed he wiſhed the church 
was well rid of. Did Biſhop Patrick, Biſhop 
Wilkins, Biſhop Hoadly, Biſhop Sherlock; Biſhop 
Butler, -Biſhop Lavington, Dr. Whichcote, Dr. 
Hammond, Dr. Cudworth, Dr. Samuel Clarke, 
Dr. Sykes, or Dr. Stebbing, not to men- 
Fun innumerable others, really believe all -the 
doctrines 
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doctrines contained in the articles? Thoſe who 
will be at the pains to compare the writings 
of theſe eminent prelates and divines of the 
church of England with the articles, will be 
convinced they did not. And it grieves one 
to ſee the wretched ſhifts to which men, great 
and excellent in other reſpects, have been re- 
duced, in order to juſtify their conduct in 
ſubſcribing theſe articles. From all which 
J would infer, that as good and worthy men 
of all parties have differed ſo much with re- 
ſpect to theſe controverted points, there ought 
in a national church to be a greater allowance 
for a latitude of opinion. It certainly muſt 
be highly prejudicial to the intereſts of reli - 
gion, that the laity ſhould have reaſon to ſup- 
poſe that many of the clergy ſubſcribe. arti - 
cles which they do not believe; and yet the 
fact is now too notorious to be denied. Their 
ſermons and the, thirty-nine' articles are often 
in direct oppoſition, There is a material dif- 
ference between a national church, and a pri- 
vate religious ſociety. If t he eſtabliſned clergy 
of the kingdom muſt be burthene d with hu- 
#1 man articles of faich, every principle of reaſon 
| | dictates, that they ought to be more compre- 
1 henſive than the preſent, and not ſuited to one 
ſect or party only, and that * no, means the 
| I moſt numerous. 
| Hax M. Have you ſeen Mr. ee Roe's 
| addreſs 
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addreſs to the BE: and the Per tionets on ths 
ſubject of the article:? 

Fnanxl, I have; and of all the Alen 
of ſubſcription, he is the moſt admirable. ' This 
worthy vicar of Stot field in Bedfordſhire, aſſerts, 
that the ſcheme for obtaining redreſs in the 
matter of ſubſcription, is a diabolical, miſ- 
c chievous machination, contrived, and now 
* revived by the enemies of religion, to ſerve 
t ſome jeſuitical, methodiſtical, ſchiſmatical, 
« atrocious purpoſes.“ And he aſſures us, that 
the right of private judgment is no Goſpel, no 
« Chriſtian principle; and farther, that every 
perſon who doth aſſert the right of private 
judgment, muſt appear to be an enemy to the 
church; and that every one who preſumes to 
diveſt the church of this authority (of deter- 
mining matters of faith) deſerves not the name 
of a Chriſtian, But we may ſay of Mr. Roe's 
remarks, what a very- reſpetabie Alderman 
is reported to have ſaid in the Houſe of Com- 


mons relative to the articles: * there is no 


< occaſion to take any pains to expoſe them, 

« reading them is ſufficient.” This zealous 
champion of the Church, the reverend Mr. 
Samuel Roe, about two years ago, publiſned 
a pamphlet, intitled, Euthuſiaſin detected; 


which he recommended it to the legiſlature, 


when to their wiſdom it ſhould ſeem meet, 


| that * would make an example of Taber- 
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nacle preachers, by ènacting à law to cut out 
their tongues; and alſo, by the ſame authority, 
to cut out the tongues of all fleld- teachers; 
and thoſe who ſhould” preach in houſes; barns; 
or elſewhere, if they had not the ſanction of 
ne ordination and legal authority. 777 At. 
'Hanm, Mr. Roe's Zeal cuntes him — 5 
lengths indeed! ! 

FR ARRKL. In wrigthz” the TY view is 
rather too hot for theſe luke-warth times: 


| though he would doubtleſs have” made a capi- 


tal figure in the days of 'Bifh6p Bonner. But 
I have been informed, that many of the Me- 
thodiſts have lately been very zealous in defence 
of the thirty-nine articles. 1 ſhould therefore 
think, that on. this' conſideration, Mr. Roe 
ſhould now be inclined to relax a” little of his 
ſeverity. It would be very hard, as matters 
now ſtand, if he would not be content, if 
Tabernacle and Field Preachets, &c. had theit 


tongues only ſit, inſtead of being re cut 


bur, as he originally propoſed. 

* Hanm, Perhaps his charity ele a0 . 
end ſo far. But to leave Mr. Roe, 1 have 
an objection to mention againſt the applica- 


tion of the eccleſiaſtical petitioners, which has 


been thought to be very forcible. It is ſaid 
that the King cannot give the toyal affent to 
any bill calculated to comply with their defires, 


wirhout violating his coronation oath. 28 
F R ANKLE. 


* 


l | 
Fr ixxt; I know that this objection bas 
been urged, and in particular by Mr: Toplady; 


It is ſaid, that every King of Great Britzin⸗ 
fince the Union, has been obliged td ſweat 
at his coronation, That he would maintain and 
preſerve invidlably the ſettlement of the Church 
of England, and the doctrine, worſhip, dif 
eipline, and government thereof, ds by law eſta-· 
Bliſhed; From hende it is inferted, that the 
King muſt be perjured, if he gives his aſſent 
to any bill for making any alterations in tlie 
church. But furely this muſt be a groſs mit: 
take. The evident deſign of the legiſlature by 
enjoining this oath upon the King, was to ſc: 
tute the church from any Atefztiond being 
made by the regal prerogative. Whatever al. 
terations may be made in the church by the 
two eſtates of parliament, in concurrence with 
the King, it is ſtill the church of England, 
bs" by law ęſtabliſped. And if the King pre 
ſerves the eccleſiaſtical conſtitution ſo far, as 
ta avoid any illegal - violations of it himſeff, 
and to prevent others from violating it; and 


makes tio alterations in it by his own autho- 


rity, but only by the deſire of the Lotds and 
Commons, in parliament aſſembled, he main. 


tains the ſettlement of the church of England 


inviolably, as I apprehend, according to the fol 
- Irene he meaning of the ac. It may al fo 
* a vw = BD be 


but it appears to me to have little weight? 
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de obſerved, that the King, in his oath relative 
to the civil conſtitution, ſwears to govern ac- 
carding to the laws and-cuſtoms of the king 
dom. But is it ſuppoſed that he violates his 
oath, when he gives his aſſent to any bills 
for. repealing laws which were in force at the 
time of his coronation ? On the contrary, we 
know that acts for repealing old laws are very 
common. And why ſhould errors. be perpe- 
tuated in the church any more than in the ſtate? 
To imagine that no alterations can be made in 
the church of England, as a national eſtabliſh- 
ment, by the King and both houſes af parlia- 
ment, if errors ſhould be diſcovered in it, is 
to ſuppoſe its conſtitution more irrational than 
that of the church of Rome. And indeed ſuch 
an idea is contrary to every juſt principle of go- 
vernment and legiſlation, and big with abſurdity. 

HanmM. Whatever reaſon you may ſuppoſe 
there is for granting the deſign of the eccleſia- 
ſtical petitioners; there ſeems now little room 


the Houſe of Cm have rejected cheir 
petition. 

FRANKL. - Their want 8 prcceh will be x no 
proof of any want of juſtice in their cauſe. 
I have no more faith in the infallibility of the 
Houſe of Commons, than I have in the in- 
fallibility. of the articles and liturgy. But I 


muſt confeſs, that wonder the leſs at the ill 


U 7 


ſucceſs of the petitioners, when I learn that 
the firſt Lord of the Treaſury was among the 
number of their oppoſers: he being an officer 
of ſtate for whom the modern repreſentatives 
of the people have a moſt reverential regard. 
However, to do juſtice to his lordſhip, he was 
ſomewhat” unwilling, if we may believe the 
public papers, that it ſhould be ſuppoſed he had 
affirmed the thirty-nine articles to be grounded 
upon ſcripture : which certainly implied a de- 
gree of modeſty, and regard to truth, very 
commendable in a prime miniſter, And what- 
ever doubts his lordſhip himſelf entertained of 
the truth of the articles, he might not think 
it prudent to encourage the ſame degree of un- | 
belief in the cler. ! 
_ Hanm. The rejection of the petition by | 
the Houſe of Commons will be a great triumph | 
to-the warm advocates for ſubſcription. | 
'Frankt. It probably will be ſo; but it 
will be the triumph of bigotry and worldly 
policy over truth and reaſon. I muſt, however, 
acknowledge, that I think Mr. Toplady, Mr: 
Madan, and Mr. Romaine, whoſe attachment 
to the Calviniſtic doctrines is well known, 
are much more conſiſtent in their zeal for the 
articles, than thoſe gentlemen who are ſo ſtre- 
nous in their defence, though they have long 
preached and written againſt the doctrines con- 
tained in them, Upon what principles they 
| : | —_ can 
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can vindicate their conduct, I cannot very well 
comprehend. But ſome men would defend 
any church, and any articles or creeds what- 
ever, to which good benefices were annexed, 
of which they received the emoluments. Our 
immortal Mil rod was ſo ſenſible of the hard · 
ſhip of ſubſcription, that this conſideration in- 
duced him to decline entering intq holy orders, 
though he was educated and intended for a cler- 
gy man. His free, ingenuous ſpirit, could not 
endyre the ſhackles of eceleſiaſtical authority. 
He loved religious as well as civil freedom. 


He informs us himſelf, that by the intentions 


of his parents and friends, he was deſtined 
from a child, and with his own inclinations, to 
the ſervice of the church; * till coming (ſays 
he) to ſome maturity of years, and perceiving 
what tyranny had invaded it, that he wha 
would take orders muſt. ſubſcribe ſlave, and 
take an oath withal, which unleſs. he took with 
a conſcience that could retch, he muſt - ſtrait 


perjure or ſplit his faith; I thought it better 


to prefer a blameleſs ſilence hefore the office of 
ſpeaking bought and begun with ſeryitude and 
forſwearing,” His words are ſo remarkable, 


that they have made a ſtrong impreſſion on my 


memory; and I believe I haye repeater them 
with exactneſs. 


Haxm. I am convinced, Mr. Frankland, 
fp there is conſiderable force in many argu- 
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ments which you have advanced; and the af⸗ 


fair of ſubſcription, eſpecially oh its preſent 
foot ing. appears to me in a very different 


light from what it did before. And I ſhould 


you upon the ſubject; but at this time it 
muſt be deferred, as we'ſhall ſoon be obliged, 


however n . to Ike N o each 
other. IN maden 


'Franki; It is true; _ therefore: I hall 


put a period to my obſervations' upon this ſub- 
ject. I have not, my good friend, in the re- 
marks which I have made, taken any notice 
of the impoſition of the articles upon young 
ſtudents on their admiſſion into the univerſities, 


or on their taking degrees; or of the inipo- 
aden of them on doctors of law and phyſic; 


which are oppreſſions ſo palpably abſurd, that 
it ſeems hardly neceſſary to take any pains to 
point out their impropriety. Nor have I en- 
tered into any particular examination of thoſe 
doctrines and paſſages in the articles and liturgy, 
which I think the moſt exceptionable ; as fuch 
a diſcuſſion would have led us into too large a 
field. At preſent, I have endeavoured, from 
more enlarged principles, to ſhew the propriety 
of the late application to parliament, for ſome 


relief in the matter of eccleſiaſtical ſubſcription. 


And what weight there may have been in the 
arguments which I have offered, you muſt 


judge 


be glad to have ſome further convetſation with 
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judge for . yourſelf, | I ſhall only add, that 
whatever ſecular purpoſes may be anſwered by 
aſſuming ſuch a dominion over the faith of 
Chriſtians, as the impoſition of human creeds 
and articles of belief, it is to me extremely 
evident, that the cauſe of real religion can derive 
no advantages from it. Error, bigotry, and 
prieſtcraft, may require theſe ſupports 3 but 
truth and genuine Chriſtianity diſdain ſuch ar- 
tificial - aids. I therefore conclude, - that the 
gentlemen who have petitioned the parliament 
on this ſubject, whatever may. be the final 
event of their endeavours, are not only in the 
ſtricteſt degree juſtifiable, but entitled to the 
applauſe of every conſiſtent Proteſtant; of 
all thoſe who prefer the pure light of revela- 
tion, to human gain, and the traditions - 
of men. 
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TRACTS written by the ſame AvTresy 
and ſold at N- 111. in Fore- Street. I 


1 
Revixrw of the Genuine Doctrines of 
CHRISTIANITY: comprehending Remarks 
on ſeveral principal Calviniſtical Doctrines; and 
ſome Obſervations on the Uſe of Reaſon in 
Religion, on Human Nature, and on Free 
Agency, Price 1s, 6d. | 


Obſervations on Public Liberty, Patriotiſm; 
Miniſterial Deſpotiſm, and National Grie- 
vances. Price 6d. 


Wo. III. 
A Letter to the Reverend Mr. Jon WzsIzv; 
in Anſyer to his late Pamphlet, entitled, 


Free Thoughts on the preſent State of 
Public Affairs. Price 9d. 
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